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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-3, 15, 17-22, 35, and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lloyd et al (U.S. Pat. 6,080,106) in view of David et al. (U.S. Pat. 5,544,649). 

Regarding claim 1: Lloyd et al. disclose a patient interface system with a scale 
comprising a seating platform; at least one sensor for detecting a state of the seating platform 
connected to a first wireless communications device, said first wireless communications device 
for conveying information on the state of the seating platform (col. 5, lines 29-33, and col. 6, 
lines 3-10); a second wireless communications device for receiving information from the first 
wireless communications device (col. 5, lines 61-67, and col. 6, lines 1-8); a computing system, 
the second wireless communications device for receiving the information carrying signal and 
connected to the computing system (col. 7, lines 21-25). Lloyd et al. do not disclose initiating an 
action based upon the information. David et al. disclose an ambulatory patient health monitoring 
techniques utilizing interactive visual communication comprising a computing system for 
initiating an action based upon the information (figure 5, col. 7, lines 52-57). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
combine the teachings of Lloyd et al. and David et al. because they both teach a system for 
monitoring a person at a remote site from a central station. The teaching of David et al. of 
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initiating an action based upon the information would enhance the system of Lloyd et al. by 
providing an environment as safe as possible in accordance with human needs. 

Regarding claim 2: Lloyd et al. disclose the second wireless communications device 
return an information carrying signal to the first communications device (col. 4, lines 29-53). 

Regarding claim 3: Lloyd et al. disclose the claimed wherein information returned by 
the information carrying signal is conveyed to an occupant of the seating platform (col. 4, lines 
29-46). 

Regarding claim 15: Lloyd et al. disclose the claimed wherein at least one of the first 
and second wireless communications devices comprising a radio communication device (col 6, 
lines 3-10). 

Regarding claim 17: Lloyd et al. disclose communicating the state to other computing 
systems (col. 6, lines 8-10). 

Regarding claim 18: David et al. teach the seating platform including wheels (col. 9, 
lines 66-67). 

Regarding claim 19: David et al. disclose the seating platform comprising a chair (col. 
9, lines 66-67). 

Regarding claim 20: Lloyd et al. disclose the computing system is connected to a 
network (col. 6, lines 8-10). 

Regarding claim 21: Lloyd et al. disclose a local Area Network (col. 6, lines 8-10). 

Regarding claim 22: David et al. teach the seating platform is located in one of a 
business, a home, a restaurant, and a public space (col. 7, lines 29-33). 
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Regarding claim 35: All the claimed subject matter is already discussed in respect to 
claim 1 above. 

Regarding claim 36: Lloyd et al. disclose sensing whether the seating platform is one of 
vacant, occupied, occupied by a non-human, and occupied by a particular individual, and 
measuring a characteristic of the seating platform (col. 6, lines 37-41, and col. 7, lines 29-32). 

3. Claims 4 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lloyd et 
al. in view of David et al. and further in view of Harris (U.S. Pat. 5,1 13,176). 

Regarding claim 4: Lloyed et al. and David et al. teach a system for monitoring a person 
at a remote site from a central station but do not teach notifying an occupant of the seating 
platform that the occupant has occupied the seating platform for an excessive length of time. 
However, notifying a user of the seating platform of one of the length of time that the user has 
occupied the seating platform is old and known in the art as taught by Harris (figure 3, col. 4, 
lines 1-8). Therefore, it would have been obvious to the skilled artisan to utilize the teaching of 
Harris in the system the combination in order to prevent back pain and neck pain result from 
sitting too long in a fixed position. 

Regarding claim 11: Harris discloses one of a position, orientation, movement, and 
length of time of occupation of the seating platform (col. 3, lines 19-28). 

4. Claims 37 and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lloyd 
et al. in view of David et al. and further in view of Myllymaki (U.S. Pat. 6,348,867). 
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Regarding claim 37: Lloyed et al. and David et al. do not disclose the characteristic 
comprising at least one of color, intensity, an distribution of light derived form a lighting system, 
temperature or humidity in an area of the seating platform as claimed. However, Myllymaki 
discloses the system which enables the air conditioning/heating of a space accordance with the 
physiological condition of a person (col. 2, lines 9-27). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to employ the technique of Myllymaki in the system of the 
combination in order to control the characteristic of the area of the seating platform which is an 
advantage. 

Regarding claim 38: Myllymaki teaches the claimed wherein the characteristic is judged 
to need adjustment (col. 4, lines 30-32). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 39-44 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

a. Betcher, III [U.S. Pat. 6,163,249] discloses an alert system for handicapped. 

b. Tingley et al. [U.S. Pat. 6,255,956] disclose a seat operated switch and warning 

system. 

c. Ortega et al. [U.S. Pat. 6,287,253] disclose a pressure ulcer condition sensing and 
monitoring. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Phung T Nguyen whose telephone number is 703-308-6252. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:00am-5:30pm Mon thru. Friday, with alternate Friday 


If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Daniel J. Wu can be reached on 703-308-6730. The fax numbers for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9314 for regular communications 
and 703-308-9051 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-4700. 

Phung Nguyen 


off. 



April 2, 2004 


